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Current SDWAand’related 
curred by large systems, rbe average per-house- 
hold cost over 20 years is thelowest at $970; for 
the cwmmm of medium-sized systenls the cost 
is somewhat higher at $1,200. For small systems 
and American Indian systems, the per-household 
cost climbs to $3,300 and $6,200 respeoively. 
The per-household costs for the infrarrmcmre 
needs of Alask Native qaxn.s skyrockeo to 
$43,500. 

US drinking water syxems will need m 
spend $138.4 billions on infrastructure 
needs in the next 20 years to meet the re- 
qnircmentsoftheSafe Drinking Water Act 
and related costs, according to the US En- 
vironmental I’mtccdon Agency. The costs 
nrc rcpted in 1995 d&in. 

Relesscd Janunry 3 1 by USEPA, the first 
Drinkitlg Wanr Infrwnwwc Needs 
Survey will be used as the bwcline data for 
determit~ing nllomlents for state revolving 
knn funds. USEpA has yet to dctenninc 
the priorities for allocating the funding, but 
criteria mokl include total Knancial need, 
six of population affected, and special 
needs of American Indian and Naska 
Native system 

Nexlv $77 billion is needed now to fund 
improve’ments to protect public Imlth, the 
agency said, and anotlw $62 million is 
needed thmogb the year 2014. These fig- 
WCS rc,vcwnt only the costs m meet cur- 
rent rcgulndow and the rcgulationr to bc 
l~rqx~scd for diainfccnms nod disinfccdon 
by-l,rodoqs and enhanced surface-water 
trczmncnt. Not inclr~lcd are the costs for 
wetting h~ntre r&s on groundwater disin- 
fection, r&n, radionuclides, at+, and 

i7G.R billion dollars needed now. 

infrastructure tieeds 
(in billions of Jan. ‘95 dollars) 

b20 

kxl ad c+lxr, $0.2 billion fur nitmtcs, L 
xx1 0.X billion for uthcr chmnic contami- 
nnntr. An additional $22.3 billion is needed now to re- 
place distribution piping tbnt poses P tbrentofcolifom~ 
connminndon. 

llroken down by types of costs over the 20 ycnrs, 
56 pwccnt ($17.2 billion) will be wxdcd for transmis- 
sicm nnd distribulion syqew instnlhtion and replace- 

nienc. 2G percent, or $36.2 billion, will be require4 
for treatment costs. Stonye costs nm $12.1 billion, 
or 9 percent oftbe 20-year tonl, nnd coso forsoorcc re- 
hahilitadon nnd new dcvclolnncnt of souma mn $1 I .O 
billion, or R pwxnt. Odler msn total nearly $2 billion. 

Aldwugl~ tbc Iargcst shnrc of the costs would bc in- 

The per-household msr~ for small systems are 
high because the utilities lack economics ofscdc 
and are least able to have access to amide qitil 
to finance improvements. American Indian and 
Alaska Native systems, which an ptimxily small 
systems, also Fan problems of scarce resources, 
remote lcmions, and arctic conditions, factors 
dmt significantly mise their inframucmre cost5. 

In a sfate-by-state look at costs, California, 
New York, and Tuas top the lise of hnmediate 
and 20-year needs. California needs $1.816 bil- 
lion now and a total of $18.814 billion for the 
next20years; theEmp~eS@teneeds$1.245 bil- 
lion now and $10.083 billion over dre long term. 
The immediate needs for Tans total $1.038 bil- 
lion and $12.365 billion for 20 years. Rounding 
out the top ten by immediate needs are Ohio, 
Massachusem, Arkansas, Michigan, Pennsylva- 
nia, Virginia, and Illinois. On the top ten lit for 
the 20-year needs, Floridn and Washington re- 
plan Arkmsas nnd Virginia. 

A remarkable 94 percent of drc 794 large V- 
terns and 2,760 medium systems conncted rc- 

..sponde&+hc. swvey..Resar&rs..&.wisiced 
537 small systems and 92 knericu~ Indinn and 
Alaska N&e systems msunrcy tbcir needs. Be- 
mm of the signifinnce of die survey for future 
Funding, AWWA helped alert u&ties to the im- __... 

portmce at tilling out the quesdonn:%zs. 
The cxqdve summay ofthe rcpo’fis available on 

tllc USEI’& Office of Ground Water and Drinking 
water home page, l~~lNwwwcl~.gov.Ow~o~~w, 
and more infonnatien-is available from tbc Safe Drink- 
ing Water Hot Line, (800) 426-4791. 


